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T_*+i i„ access oy ail ^ai^cants? What investigation did you conduct of Dr. 

^ uUSni.iicasioa ox rack ot qualification? Did you have any such investigations 
conquered for you, end if so, by whom? Bid you inquire into or have orevLcus knowledge 

^ ?* Lattl£er ' or ^ ids political beliefs (in the broad, not 

POJ-^^al-party sense? - see uxs enclosed letter) If so, did you find these in any 
Wjporsoanea your selection of bin for tins crxLuBive access? Bow do you consider 
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Ton are aware that ultimately, after you refused me access to any of tins evidence 
and after you refused oe pictures of tie clothing, which is official evidence, meaning 
una®r tne law, public information, I sued for then. la that pro ceediag, it was 
swoxs. ^ nab under this contract: no one may as permitted to see the slothing itself. 
According to the exclusive story you arranged for She lew Sork Sines, 30 * 0*9 access to 
tars elotning *j hr, Lattiser. (Dr. Lattimer was also allowed to see... the President's 
bloody ami buxlct-ponctered clothing ...") On January 10, Dr. LattW said, "Sfcey 
t (T Jp -SS BB S feh BS l wanted to examine, ^j^out any restrictions (j&aphasLs added)" 
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Assistant Attorney General of the United States and an official of a aa.,or law school, 

I , f lc0iue opraxon iron you as to whether this could be a perjurious oath and 

whether tne perjury could have been suborned. 

¥lthou ^ °°- ies of Pictures of the clothing, meaning as I specified with care, only 
^ie carnage to it, can you tell m how I could have had independent examination of it bv 
inde pendent criminalists, or how anyone could? Is it your purpose to prevent independent 
esminataoiis ox any of the evidence by independent criminalists engaged by those who have 
maos legitimate and extensive personal investigations of all tans the evidence 1 ? 
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Did Senator Kennedy direct you to make this material available at this time? Bid 
you sees uxa pextassion or agreement, or did you xeconeat it to him? Did you in any 
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_ Are you^f aalliar with Dr. Lattinor's published writing on the assassination of tie 
,f x r aa<> T 1 f* 05X1 zeail f be so described? Are you aware of more than two verv short 
m ^.cios and the enclosed letter he lias written on the subject, raid if so, what? Do 
you :nov of anyone who has written on this subject with real or pretended seriousness she 


capacity as flic 


in a mors restrictivs or narrow way? in your ^ 

*4».o^«aii.e Or .me executors, are you asare of any writing that ssight be considered 
more sycogrmtic? Have you any comment on the political content of some of this writing? 
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wator saving othersd.se, particularly when as recently as the current ^ ,, 
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